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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 25 July 2005. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Dutta 
(US 2002/0135800). 

5. Regarding Claim 1 , Dutta discloses a method comprising: receiving a user 
selection of one or more print options via a network service, wherein the one or more 
print options are identified for subsequent resolution (Fig. 4) (page 6, paragraph [0061]), 
and wherein the one or more print options can be applied to a plurality of other network 
services (distributed data processing system may include the Internet with network 101 
representing a worldwide collection of networks and gateways that use various 
protocols to communicate with one another) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 
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6. Regarding Claim 2, Dutta discloses a method, wherein the network service 
comprises an Internet imaging home page (Fig. 5) (page 6, paragraph [0065]). 

7. Regarding Claim 3, Dutta discloses a method, wherein the other network 
services comprise one or more other printing services communicatively coupled to the 
network service (Fig. 3, print filter interfaces with a browser application) (page 5, 
paragraph [0053]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dutta in 
view of Potts, Jr. (US 6,314,432). 

10. Regarding Claim 4, Dutta teaches a method, further comprising: storing the one 
or more print options. 

Dutta fails to teach a method, further comprising: receiving a user-selected name 
for the one or.more print options; and allowing subsequent selection of the one or more 
print options by the user based on the user-selected name. 

Potts, Jr. teaches a method, further comprising: receiving a user-selected name 
for the one or more print options and allowing subsequent selection of the one or more 
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print options by the user based on the user-selected name (store printing options to a 
specific directory/subdirectory) (coL 6, lines 14-29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Potts, 
Jr. to allow a user to save their print options under a selected name for later retrieval. 

11. Claims 5, 6, 8-10, 13-18, and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dutta in view of Davis et al. US (2002/0059489). 

12. Regarding Claim 5, Dutta teaches one or more computer readable media having 
stored thereon a plurality of instructions that, when executed by one or more 
processors, causes the one or more processors to perform acts including: 
communicating a plurality of possible print options to a client computer (Fig. 4) (page 6, 
paragraph [0061]); receiving a user indication of selected ones of the plurality of 
possible print options (Fig. 4, dialog window for obtaining user preferences) (page 6, 
paragraph [0061]); receiving an identifier, indicated by the user, associated with the 
selected print options (Fig. 4, user preferences/selections) (page 6, paragraph [0061]); 
saving the selected print options with the associated identifier (Fig. 4, button 404) (page 
6, paragraph [0061]) 

Dutta fails to teach making the selected print options subsequently available to 
the user for configuring of a plurality of printers. 

Davis et al teach making the selected print options subsequently available to the 
user for configuring of a plurality of printers (Fig. 1 , printers 22 and 26). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

13. Regarding Claim 6, Dutta fails to teach one or more computer readable media, 
wherein each of the plurality of print options is not specific to a particular printer. 

Davis et al teach one or more computer readable media, wherein each of the 
plurality of print options is not specific to a particular printer (no printer driver exists for 
the remote printer) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

14. Regarding Claim 8, Dutta teaches one or more computer readable media as 
recited in claim 5, further comprising saving a plurality of sets of selected print options 
and associated identifiers. 

1 5. Dutta fails to teach making each of the plurality of sets of selected print options 
subsequently available to the user for configuring of a plurality of printers. 

Davis et al teach making each of the plurality of sets of selected print options 
subsequently available to the user for configuring of a plurality of printers (page 4, 
paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 
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16. Claim 9 is rejected for the same reason as claim 9. 

17. Regarding Claim 10, Dutta teaches a graphical user interface, wherein one or 
more of the graphical mechanisms in the plurality of portions comprises a checkbox 
(Fig. 4). 

18. Regarding Claim 13, Dutta teaches a graphical user interface, wherein the other 
graphical mechanism comprises a user-selectable on-screen button (Fig. 4, box 404). 

19. Regarding Claim 14, Dutta teaches a graphical user interface, wherein the other 
graphical mechanism comprises a user-selectable on-screen button (Fig. 4). 

20. Regarding Claim 15, Dutta teaches one or more computer readable media 
having stored thereon a plurality of instructions that, when executed by one or more 
processors, causes the one or more processors to perform acts including: receiving an 
indication of one of a plurality of sets of print options to be used in printing a document 
irrespective of a printer on which the document is to be printed (Fig. 4) (page 6, 
paragraph [0061]). 

Dutta fails to teach receiving an indication of one of a plurality of printers on 
which the document is to be printed; and communicating the indicated set of print 
options to the indicated printer irrespective of whether the printer supports one or more 
of the print options identified in the set of print options. 

Davis et al teach receiving an indication of one of a plurality of printers on which 
the document is to be printed; and communicating the indicated set of print options to 
the indicated printer irrespective of whether the printer supports one or more of the print 
options identified in the set of print options (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 
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Therefore, it would liave been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

21 . Regarding Claim 16, Dutta teaches one or more computer readable media, 
wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform 
acts including: determining, based on the indication of the one printer on which the 
document is to be printed, which of the print options in the indicated set of print options 
is supported by the one printer; and communicating, for display to the user, an 
indication of which of the print options in the indicated set of print options is supported 
by the one printer (printer device context) (page 5, paragraph [0053]). 

22. Regarding Claim 17, Dutta teaches one or more computer readable media, 
wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform 
acts including: determining, based on the indication of the one printer on which the 
document is to be printed, which of the print options in the indicated set of print options 
is supported by the one printer (printer device context) (page 5, paragraph [0053]). 

Dutta fails to teach communicating, for display to the user, an indication of which 
of the print options in the indicated set of print options is not supported by the one 
printer. 

Davis et al teaches communicating, for display to the user, an indication of which 
of the print options in the indicated set of print options is not supported by the one 
printer (printer discovery process) (page 2, paragraph [0025]) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

23. Regarding Claim 18, Dutta fails to teach one or more computer readable media, 
wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform 
acts including: determining, for each of the plurality of printers, which of the print options 
in the indicated set of print options is supported by the printer; identifying one or more of 
the plurality of printers that support the most print options in the indicated set of print 
options; and communicating, for display to the user, the identified one or more printers. 

Davis et al teach one or more computer readable media, wherein the plurality of 
instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform acts including: 
determining, for each of the plurality of printers, which of the print options in the 
indicated set of print options is supported by the printer (printer discovery process) 
(page 2, paragraph [0025]); identifying one or more of the plurality of printers that 
support the most print options in the indicated set of print options (printer discovery 
process) (page 2, paragraph [0025]); and communicating, for display to the user, the 
identified one or more printers (application 42 sends the document to file manager 44 
with specific destination printer and print option information) (page 2, paragraph [0025]). 

, Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 
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24. Regarding Claim 22, Dutta teaches a method, implemented in a print service 
coupled to a network, the method comprising: receiving, from a device in the network, a 
print request identifying both a document to be printed and a set of desired print options, 
wherein the set of desired print options includes a corresponding setting for one or more 
of the desired print options (Fig. 6). 

Dutta fails to teach a method, checking whether a printer corresponding to the 
print service supports the desired print options; and for each option in the set of desired 
print options, applying the setting corresponding to the option if the printer supports the 
print option, and ignoring the setting corresponding to the option if the printer does not 
support the print option (printer discovery process) (page 2, paragraph [0025]). 

Davis et al teach a method, checking whether a printer corresponding to the print 
service supports the desired print options; and for each option in the set of desired print 
options, applying the setting corresponding to the option if the printer supports the print 
option, and ignoring the setting corresponding to the option if the printer does not 
support the print option. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

25. Regarding Claim 23, Dutta fails to teach a method, wherein the print service 
comprises a print server corresponding to the printer. 

Davis et al teach a method, wherein the print service comprises a print server 
corresponding to the printer (relay server 28). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

26. Regarding Claim 24, Dutta et al fail to teach a method, wherein the print service 
is implemented at the printer. 

Davis et al teach a method, wherein the print service is implemented at the 
printer (local printer 22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 

27. Regarding Claim 25, Dutta fails to teach a method, wherein the applying 
comprises applying the setting corresponding to the print option if the printer supports 
the print option without regard for whether the printer is currently capable of carrying out 
the print option. 

Davis et al teach a method, wherein the applying comprises applying the setting 
corresponding to the print option if the printer supports the print option without regard for 
whether the printer is currently capable of carrying out the print option (even if no printer 
driver exists) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teaching of Davis 
to allow a user to print on a multiple variety of printers. 
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28. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dutta and 
Davis et al as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Potts, Jr. (US 6,314,432). 

29. Regarding Claim 7, Dutta and Davis et al fail to teach making the selected print 
options subsequently available for user-selection by the identifier associated with the 
selected print options. 

Potts, Jr. teaches teach making the selected print options subsequently available 
for user-selection by the identifier associated with the selected print options (store 
printing options to a specific directory/subdirectory) (col. 6, lines 14-29). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta and Davis with the teaching of 
Potts, Jr. to allow a user to save their print options under a selected name for later 
retrieval. 

30. Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dutta and Davis et al as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of Potts, Jr. 
(US 6,314,432). 

31 . Regarding Claim 1 1 , Dutta and Davis et al fail to teach wherein one or more of 
the graphical mechanisms in the plurality of portions comprises a data input box via 
which the user can input alphanumeric characters (store printing options to a specific 
directory/subdirectory) (col. 6, lines 14-29). 

32. Regarding Claim 12, Dutta and Davis et al fail to teach wherein the identifier of 
the selected print options comprises a user-specified name (store printing options to a 
specific directory/subdirectory) (col. 6, lines 14-29). 
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33. Claims 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dutta in view of Potts, Jr. (US 6,314,432) and Davis et al. US (2002/0059489). 

34. Regarding Claim 19, Dutta et al teach a system comprising: a network interface 
configured to allow the system to communicate with one or more other systems via a 
network (distributed data processing system may include the Internet with network 101 
representing a worldwide collection of networks and gateways that use various 
protocols to communicate with one another) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Dutta fails to teach a system comprising: a printer configuration user interface, 
communicatively coupled to the network interface, wherein the printer configuration user 
interface is configured to allow a user of a client interface to select print options and 
group the selection together as a configuration associated with a particular name, and 
wherein the printer configuration user interface is further configured to allow the user to 
select print options without regard for print options supported by a printer that the user 
can subsequently print to. 

Potts, Jr. teaches a system comprising: a printer configuration user interface, 
communicatively coupled to the network interface, wherein the printer configuration user 
interface is configured to allow a user of a client interface to select print options and 
group the selection together as a configuration associated with a particular name (store 
printing options to a specific directory/subdirectory) (col. 6, lines 14-29). 

Davis et al teach a system comprising: wherein the printer configuration user 
interface is further configured to allow the user to select print options without regard for 
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print options supported by a printer that the user can subsequently print to printer (no 
printer driver exists for the remote printer) (page 4, paragraph [0040]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teachings of Potts, Jr. 
and Davis et al to allow a user to a user to save their print options under a selected 
name for later retrieval on a variety of printers. 

35. Regarding Claim 20, Dutta teaches a system, further comprising: a print user 
interface, communicatively coupled to the network interface (print filter 320). 

Dutta fails to teach a system, wherein the printer user interface is configured to 
allow the user to select one of the configurations by its associated name, and further 
configured to allow the user to select a printer that is to be used to print a document 
using the configuration. 

Potts, Jr. teaches a system, wherein the printer user interface is configured to 
allow the user to select one of the configurations by its associated name (store printing 
options to a specific directory/subdirectory) (col. 6, lines 14-29). 

Davis et al teach a system, further configured to allow the user to select a printer 
that is to be used to print a document using the configuration (printer discovery process) 
(page 2, paragraph [0025]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teachings of Potts, Jr. 
and Davis et al to allow a user to a user to save their print options under a selected 
name for later retrieval on a variety of printers. 
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36. Regarding Claim 21 , Dutta fails to teach a system, wherein the print user 
interface is further configured to allow the user to select one of the configurations 
without regard for print options supported by the printer that is to be used to print the 
document. 

Davis et al teach a system, wherein the print user interface is further configured 
to allow the user to select one of the configurations without regard for print options 
supported by the printer that is to be used to print the document (even if no printer driver 
exists) (page 4, paragraph [0040). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Dutta with the teachings of Potts, Jr. 
and Davis et al to allow a user to a user to save their print options under a selected 
name for later retrieval on a variety of printers. 

Conclusion 

37. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Wikloff et al. (US 6,618,162) disclose an apparatus and method to configure a 
device such as a printer over a network. 

Fujitani et al. (US 2001/0034747) disclose remote printing systems and methods 
for portable digital devices. 

Ferlitsch et al. (US 2002/01 13989) disclose methods and systems which enable 
a user to distribute print tasks to a plurality of printing devices without the use of 
additional hardware. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday Sam - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on (571 ) 272-7471 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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